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Since according to the second argument the truth of
a knowledge is not apprehended abinitio, for if it were,
there would have been no room for subsequent doubt, it
seems to follow that in those cases where no such doubt
takes place truth is apprehended abinitio. These cases in
fact put the Naiyayika to great embarrasment. There are
at least three such cases : inference, confirmatory know-
ledge or Phalajnana and knowledge with which one has
acquired sufficient familiarity (abhyasapanna jnana).

As regards inference, Vacaspati clearly states that it
is known right from the beginning as valid, for amongst
the originating conditions of inference there is a certainly
the universal major premise. There is no room left there-
for having anv subsequent doubt in the validity of the
inference.9 Udayana is not so confident and takes up a
more halting attitude. He is willing to grant that inference
arises by manifesting the suchness of the object.10 Most
reluctantly he concedes that truth is here apprehended
abinitio. Yet he makes a desperate attempt to reconcile
this with the paratah theory by suggesting that in such
cases both may be true.11 The Navya-Naiyayikas take up a
more uncompromising position and deny that the truth of an
inference is ever apprehended abinitio. For them there is
always the possibility of doubt. Under such circumstances
one has to review the entire Nyaya theory of inference in
order to decide which of these attitudes is more consistent
therewith, For the present however one or two features
of the theory would help us in assessing the situation.

It is well known that Nyaya does not draw any dis-
tinction between the psychological process of inferring and
the logical process. The two, intact, are taken to coincide
with each other. An inference qua inference is a logically
valid inference. There is strictly speaking no fallacious
inference. The so called hetvabhasas are rather hindrances
(pratibandhaka3) to inference than errors of inference.13
An inference then as a rule is a valid inference and does not
permit any doubt its validity. But at the same time one
may very well be in error about the universal major, and